We recently discovered an error in the article cited above. In the first paragraph on page four of the original article, we incorrectly wrote: 'These simulations were run for each of 400 possible combinations of observation error (s 2 o ; 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 and 0.7), process noise (s 2 p ; range: 0 -2 in steps of 0.2) and autocorrelation in that noise (f; range: 21 to 1 in steps of 0.2) for a total of 4.84 million time series'. The observation error and process noise in the preceding sentence should actually be in standard deviation units and so the corrected sentence should read as: 'These simulations were run for each of 400 possible combinations of observation error (s o ; 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 and 0.7), process noise (s p ; range: 0-2 in steps of 0.2) and autocorrelation in that noise (f; range: 21 to 1 in steps of 0.2) for a total of 4.84 million time series'.
Correction to 'The false classification of extinction risk in noisy environments' 
